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OBSERVATIONS WHERE UNITY OF INVENTION IS LACKING 

claims 1-57, 102. 103, drawn to methods of obtaining information about active area of a target molecule. 

II, claims 58-60, drawn to method of identifying existence of plurality of chemical- spatial configurations in a target 

III, claims 61-68, drawn to method of reconstructing spatial shape of chemical binding configuration. 

IV, claims 69-75, drawn to method for selecting a scaffold. 

V, claims 76-82, drawn to method for selecting a gauge molecule. 

VII, claims 85-89, drawn to method for reducing screening library. 

VIII, claims 90-101, drawn to method for designing a screening library. 

IX, claims 104, 105, drawn to lead set. 

X, claims 106, drawn to a drug lead. 

XI, claims 107- 126, drawn to first screening library comprising at least 10,000 molecules derived from scaffold molecules. 

XII, claims 127-134, drawn to second screening library comprising rigid molecules. 

XIII, claims 135-146, drawn to third screening library comprising gauge molecules. 

XIV, claims 147-151 , drawn to method of obtaining information. 

XV, claims 152-154, drawn to method of constructing a lead. 
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D. For claims 36-39 - 4 species of assay types, such as functional, binding, cellular, flow-through. 
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PCT Rule 13.2, they lack the same or corresponding special technical features for the following reasons: Each of the Groups claim a 
distinct and separate method. The methods do not share a special technical feature because each method contains specific and unique 
method steps which are not shared by each of the other methods and each method has a unique and distinct outcome. Thus, group I- 
VIII, XIV, XV do not share a corresponding special technical feature. 

The inventions listed as Groups 1X-XII do not relate to a single general inventive concept under PCT rule 13. 1 because under 
PCT Rule 13.2, they lack the same or corresponding special technical features: the libraries are produced by different methods, and 
there is no common core structure identified for said libraries of compounds. 
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